September l6, I969 



The Honorable John Mitchell 
Attorney General of the United States 
Deportment of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 



Dear Mr, Mitchell: 

I am a professor of criminal law who has been diverted 
from his normal academic pm'suits for more than three years during 
which I hove spent virtually all my time, without compensation, 
attempting to correct a miscarriage of justice in the case of 
ynitecl States v. James Mil ler. A re-triol of the cose is 

scheduled for October 13, I 9 IS 9 . At that trial, I am virtually 
cei^ain that Miller will be vindicated and the identity of the 
guilty persons will be established beyond ell reasonable doubt. 

n 

During most of the past three yeaus , I have entertained 
hopes that someone in the Deportment of Justice would grant the 
.defense a hearing, listen to its evidence, investigate the evidence, 
and then go after the guilty Efforts to bring this about have been 
repeatedly rebuffed. 

I am writing to you in one final effort to avoid the grinding 
injustice of putting Mr. Miller through a second trial and the grave 
deiaage to the Department’s law enforcement efforts that is bound to flow 
from the exposures in court. 

I know that you are extremely, busy and I would not expect 
you personally to concern yourself with claims that the Department is' 
prosecuting the wrong mem. But that is only one of my claims. The 
main reason why you should be interested is that in refusin'? even to 
hear the evidence, in blithely ignorlne proffers of full disclosure 
and full cooperation, and in stubbornly pressing the Miller case for 
trial, the Department of Justice has not only passed up an opportunity 
to gather potent evidence against the nation's Ini-gest heroin smugglers, 
it has virtually allied itself with them. It is in this respect that 
the Miller prosecution is unique and it is for this reason that it 
deserves your full attention. 
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The Honorable John Mitchell 



September l6, I969 



A sketch of the evidence which has already been disclosed 
appears in my letter to Mr. Kleindienst of April 2, I969. The 
refusal of his office even to respond to iny pleas is documented in the 
subsequent letters to Mr. Goorce Rcverconb, which are also attached. 

To make more graphic some of our claims , I am including an illustrated 
sketch of the evidence, together with some questions which cry out 
for answers. 

I hope to hear from you very soon. 



Sincerely , 



SD/Jnf 






Steven Duke 
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